president for environment, technology, and regulatory affairs, describing a trial complete with witnesses, cross-examinations, and a judge who would rule, essentially, on whether humans are warming the planet to dangerous effect. "It would be Evolution versus Creationism. It would be the science of climate change on trial."
There are few membership organizations whose members are literally afraid of them, unwilling to break ranks regardless of how far afield some of its positions may be from those taken by individual members. For decades, disagreements among chamber stalwarts never broke out into the open, as dissenters feared retribution. But no force could prevent the dam from bursting once the first cracks appeared, over the topic of carbon.
Even when Duke Energy CEO Jim Rogers-the same CEO who sat with me and presidential candidate Obama in 2008 and agreed to work on energy efficiency and reducing carbon as a business necessity, not a tree-hugging charity-refused to renew membership in the National Association ofManufacturers, a baby brother trade group to the chamber that had also taken a stand against any kind of carbon regulation, the trouble didn't spill into the chamber. In fact, when the chamber's Kovacs called for a holy war on carbon in September of 2009, no one had yet dared to challenge Big Brother.
Another CEO from the Obama meeting that summer of 2008 was Peter Darbee of the California-based utility PG&E. Darbee had heard the chamber's position and had a Luke Skywalker moment. He could remain silent no longer. PG&E would challenge the mother-of-all-lobbyists and damn the torpedoes.
"We find it dismaying that the chamber neglects the indisputable fact that a decisive majority of experts have said the data on global warming are compelling and point to a threat that cannot be ignored," wrote Darbee in his company's letter of resignation from the lobbying behemoth. "In our opinion, an intellectually honest argument over the best policy response to the challenges of climate change is one thing; disingenuous attempts to diminish or distort the reality of these challenges are quite another."
